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Purpose and Background 

 

 Phase 1 of the review process is optional but strongly 

encouraged and has benefits to the agencies and the 

Sponsor 

 

 This is the least structured of the four Phases but 

attention to detail is still required 

 

 Theoretically the least expensive of the Phases and 

can save the Sponsor money in the long run 

 

 

2008 Mitigation Rule Reference : 33 CFR 332.8(d)(3)) 

 



Purpose and Background 
 

 Intended to identify potential issues early so that the 

sponsor may attempt to address those issues prior to the 

start of the formal review process. 

 

 Feedback from the agencies at this stage can have a 

significant impact on the remainder of the review process 

if as much useful information is provided to the agencies 

as possible 

 



When to Submit a Draft 
Prospectus 

 

 Reduce risk to the Sponsor going forward 

 

 For potentially highly complex or controversial projects 

 

 Identify any potential engineering, ecological, etc. issues 

prior to any substantial work or cost (ex. collection of 

baseline data) 

 



Filling out the Scoping 
Document form 

 

 There is not set of required information for Phase I under the 

2008 Mitigation Rule, but… 

 Need enough information for IRT to understand the 

project 

 Must be clear 

 Draft Prospectus phase is intended as a precursor to the 

Prospectus phase, so should include as much of the 

required Prospectus information as is known to get the 

best feedback 

 

 



Filling out the Scoping 
Document form 

 BWSR Scoping document form will work for both programs 

as a medium for presenting the information 

 For WCA, Scoping Document information should include, at a 

minimum: 

 Sponsor contact information and site location information 

 Maps 

 Potentially conflicting land uses such as easements, 

programs, utilities, wells, etc. 

 Land Use Information 

 Wetland Information 

 Project Goals 

 

 



Site Locator Maps 

 
     



Recent Aerial Photos 

 
     



County Soil Survey Maps 

 
     



Maps/Photos of any Existing 
Drainage Features 

 
     



Map of Site Topography 

 
     



Aerial Photos from 
Last 20 Years 

 
     

 

Why we ask? Under WCA… 

     To determine the potential credit yield for  

partially drained wetlands or vegetative  

restoration of farmed wetlands.  

     Each cropped year is worth 5% credit 

     Minimum of 10 in last 20 years must have  

 been cropped.   

     More frequently cropped equals more credit  

 (up to 100% for 20 of 20) 

 

 

 

 

 
Be specific, don’t lump an entire field into one area,  

    break it down and show cropping history by, identify  

    the different “partially drained areas” and determine  

    cropping history by area 



Prior Wetland Delineations 

 
     
 A wetland delineation is not required at the draft Prospectus 

stage 

 If a previous delineation exists or the Sponsor wants to best 

gauge the site’s potential, a delineation may be beneficial 

 TEP & IRT can approve wetland boundaries early on 

 TEP & IRT can get a better idea of the site’s potential for 

developing wetland credit & the amounts of credit 

 Good start for documenting baseline conditions onsite 

 



Other Land Uses/Restrictions 

 Existing permanent conservation easements within or 

adjacent to the project area? 

 Is some or all of the project area currently in CRP or another 

state or federal short term conservation program? 

 Natural gas, crude oil, refined petroleum pipelines or other 

utilities on, or within 200 feet, of project area? 

 Wells within the planned project area? 

 Has the project area, or area within 200 feet of project area, 

been used for storage or disposal of hazardous substances? 



Land Use Information 

 Identify Current & Past Land-Use History of the project area 

 

 For agricultural sites with a cropping history: 

 ID the # years in the last 20 years that the site (or portions 

of the site) was seeded for crop production 

 If different areas of the site have been cropped or the 

cropping histories vary across the site, break it down in 

writing and on a map/aerial photo 

 



Wetland Information 
 Identify the types of activities and features that exist onsite, and 

their locations 

 Public versus Private Ditches 

 Fill over historic wetlands 

 Areas of Cropping/Tillage 

 Public versus Private Tile 

 Lift Stations 

 Drainage easements or agreements that exist for the 

property 

 Types of activities that could occur to 

restore/establish/enhance/etc. wetlands 

 



Project Goals 
  A discussion of any goals you have for the site  

 

 Bad: “To develop a mitigation bank on my 30 acre property.” 

 

 Better: “To restore approximately 25 acres of previously drained 

farmland to shrub-carr and fresh wet meadow vegetative 

communities on a 30 acre property.”  

 

 Best: “To restore approximately 25 acres of previously drained 

farmland to shrub-carr and fresh wet meadow communities and 

preserve 5 acres of upland forest on a 30 acre parcel. Project 

will restore community types that have been lost due to 

agricultural drainage in much of the watershed.” 

 

 

 

 



Outcomes 

 The Corps comment letter back to the sponsor will address 

the following items regarding the site’s potential: 

 

 Does the draft prospectus have all of the required elements for a 

complete prospectus? 

 Are there significant red flags associated with the proposal that the 

sponsor should be made aware of immediately? 

 Is there other information that needs to be provided in order for the 

IRT to provide meaningful feedback on the prospectus? 

 Is there a disagreement amongst the agencies regarding a technical 

or policy related aspect of the proposal? 



Outcomes 

 The LGU will provide a letter to the Sponsor, sometimes with 

the TEP and BWSR Central Office comments attached. 

 

 The letter will: 

 Provide feedback on any issues the TEP sees with the project moving 

forward – policy, technical, etc. 

 Additional information to be submitted as part of the Concept 

Plan/Prospectus Phase 



Questions?? 


